
	Special campaigners briefing on the EU Biotech Strategy – 

time to act NOW
The EU’s Biotechnology Strategy, which was agreed in 2002 for a period of 8 years, is up for mid-term review this year. Industry and the European Commission are aiming to set new targets for biotechnology in the EU, including GM food and crops, which could include national action programmes and EU-wide public relation initiatives. Latest information on the process is:
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· September 2006: a website consultation (questionnaire) – now closed (see http://ec.europa.eu/biotechnology/index_en.htm)

· November 27th: deadline for amendments to EP Agriculture Committee Own-initiative Resolution on Biotechnology: prospects and challenges in agriculture (see below for details). Agri Committee vote on December 18th
· End 2006/early 2007: a meeting or conference for stakeholders, organised by the Commission, planned for December 2006 or January (to be confirmed)
· January 31st 2007: European Parliament plenary vote on own-initiative Resolution mentioned above 
· February 2007: Commission study on the impacts of modern biotechnology in Europe draft results to be presented, and opportunity for stakeholders to respond. Results will be inputted into the strategy review and presented at a conference. FoEE 

· March/April 2007: Commission Communication will be issued setting out proposals for a reviewed biotech strategy

· June 2007: Adoption of the new EU Biotech Strategy by Industry and Research Ministers at the Spring 2007 EU Competitiveness Council, under the German Presidency. 

1. The mid term review (MTR) of the EU biotech strategy raises a number of issues: 
· Biotechnology has been firmly placed by the Barroso Commission as central to achieving EU competitiveness and sustainable development. Biotech is also increasingly being promoted in energy debates on biofuels.  Another example therefore of unsustainable policies being promoted using unjustified assumptions that go in industry’s favour.

· This touches on wider issues than GMOs: the role of new technologies in sustainable development and job creation; and farming and intensive corporate-controlled agriculture.

· And it also another example of industry’s privileged access to key policy processes whilst the rest of civil society is excluded. 

2. When?

· Commission to issue a Communication (policy paper) with proposals for a revised Strategy around March/April 2007, to the European Parliament and the Council

· The European Parliament then has a very short time to issue an Opinion before it goes to the Competitiveness Council.

· Revised Strategy to be adopted by Industry and Research Ministers at the 2007 Spring EU Competitiveness Council (German EU Presidency)

3. What is it?

· Adopted in 2002 for 8 years with a mid term review (MTR) scheduled after 4 years (in 2006)

· It covers all areas of biotechnology, including GM food and crops 
· The strategy sets out 30 action points, which roughly grouped, set targets for jobs and education, research including intellectual property rights (IPRs); finance, communication and networking; governance; implementation of legislation; and development. On GM food and crops, the strategy makes highly questionable statements on GMOs’ “improved food quality” and “environmental benefits”.
· The Strategy promotes biotechnology:
· as a “frontier” technology

· that can provide a “major contribution” to reaching the EU Lisbon Agenda goals of competitiveness and job creation

· it threatens Europe with being left behind unless it whole-heartedly adopts this new technology. Public concern on GMOs has “stifled our competitive position, weakened our research capability, and could limit our policy options in the longer term”.

· The Strategy and related documents is on the European Commission website at: http://ec.europa.eu/biotechnology/index_en.htm
4. Commission and biotech industry: Biotech Strategy MTR is high priority for 2006
EU biotech lobby group EuropaBio has stated that 2006 is  “an important year for biotechnology in Europe.  The EU Commission is doing a comprehensive review of European policies and is working with Member State Governments. “ In a letter to the European Commission, the lobby group states: 

“ Biotechnologies are clearly identified in a series of policy objectives set in place by the EU institutions and for the agricultural and forest sectors, both heavily dependent on plant science research and development. Plant biotechnology, together with the industrial biotechnology sector, will be key in achieving the “knowledge based bio-economy.”

The Barroso Commission is pro-biotech, enjoys close links with industry and is placing high priority on the review of the Biotech Strategy. The review, previously led by DG industry, has now been taken over by the Commission’s Secretariat General, which answers directly to the President of the Commission. 
5. The MTR will include:

a) A Commission review of the biotech strategy’s progress since 2002, under the lead of DG Industry
b) Contributions from a network made up of Member States, Commission and Industry
c) A Commission study, carried out by its Joint Research Centre (JRC-IPTS), on the impacts of biotechnology in the EU which was requested by the Budgets Committee of the European Parliament. The study website is at http://bio4eu.jrc.es and FoEE’s critique of the study is at: http://bio4eu.jrc.es/documents/FoEsubmission.pdf
The contact person at the Commission dealing with the Biotech Strategy MTR is: julien.mousnier@ec.europa.eu
6. Same old story: Industry welcomed, NGOs barred

· A few months ago, FoEE contacted DG industry, which was leading the process, to find out about stakeholder involvement. We were told that no stakeholder consultation was planned and that the only way to input was through the JRC study (point c above). FoEE considers the study’s methodology to be flawed and that consequently it makes unjustified statements, and lacks in both independence and transparency.

· Industry is not confined to inputting only through the JRC study. Commissioner Verheugen has made this very clear: “[the Biotech strategy MTR] will involve closer cooperation with industry through the Competitiveness in Biotechnology Advisory Group and a regular annual triangular dialogue with industry and Member states in order to help identify problems, propose priorities, and make recommendations for actions.”

· In fact the role of industry is written in to the Biotech Strategy, strangely enough as a way of ensuring a “proactive role for public authorities” (under action point 10). The Competitiveness in Biotechnology Advisory Group (CBAG) was set up in 2002 as part of the biotech strategy. The Commission refused to publish which companies and academia were in the group but was then forced to do so following a legal request by FoEE.  Unsurprisingly over 80% of its members are companies, including Monsanto, Syngenta, Bayer and EuropaBio.
7. But Commission backed down….
· The MTR got off to a start at a “Biotech Policy Round Table”, between Member States, the Commission and industry was held in Helsinki on June 20th. FoEE was falsely told that the conference was full and was then barred when we tried to attend the meeting. Industry on the other hand accounted for at least one third of participants and was even sending out invitations through its main EU lobby group, EuropaBio.

· A few hours after being barred from the meeting, we were contacted by the Commission’s Secretariat General telling us that a stakeholder consultation would be started and inviting us to a meeting to discuss the issue and process. FoEE, Greenpeace and EEB attended a meeting on June 29th 2006 with the Director of the Secretariat General’s Strategic Objectives directorate, whose boss answers directly to the President of the Commission, Barroso. At the meeting, the Commission announced that the Biotech Strategy Review was now being led by the Secretariat General (previously DG industry), and that President Barroso was personally very concerned that the process be “neutral”.

8. Time to campaign!!
Whilst the Commission’s acceptance to open this up to a public consultation was a good thing, the timing (over the summer) was not the best. Also, the internet consultation required comments on the 30 action points of the Biotech Strategy but did not leave room for more general comments, nor did it invite comments on the Biotech Strategy’s 4 introductory components: strategic challenges, the potential of biotechnology, how to harvest that potential, and governance. 
Industry continues to have privileged access to the Commission and Member States through the Competitiveness in Biotechnology Advisory Group (CBAG). The Commission continues to refuse that the agendas and output of this group be made public.

The ongoing work of the Member States’ working groups on the biotech strategy (on Communication, Regulatory Affairs, Financing etc) is not made public. Pressure from FoEE eventually resulted in the Finnish Trade Ministry posting (http://www.ktm.fi/index.phtml?l=en&s=1741) made at the Helsinki meeting.

9. Next steps

· The Commission has told FoEE that a conference on the Biotech Strategy review MIGHT be organised in Brussels at the end of 2006 or early 2007, this time not just for industry. All stakeholders will be able to input. It will be important to get our views across at that event and is an opportunity for people having missed the consultation to input, it would also raise the profile of the review process. Latest news from the Commission (first week of November) was that they had not yet decided so it begins to look like they aren’t going to do anything.
· The draft results of the Commission’s (JRC/IPTS) study in the impacts on modern biotechnology will be published in February 2007. FoEE and Greenpeace have already contributed our critiques to this study. FoEE can circulate this information to groups are interested when it is sent to us.

· An own initiative resolution has been drafted by Finnish MEP Mr Virrankoski on “Biotechnology: prospects and challenges for agriculture”. The paper is completely pro-GMO and pro-industry and could be taken as the official European Parliament Response to the Biotech Strategy review. NGOs, including Friends of the Earth groups, and activists have written to MEPs urging them to reject the Resolution.
· The Resolution is based on a paper written by UK consultants
.  It is important to note that while the report states that “modern biotechnology….has huge economic, commercial, social and environmental implications in Europe and globally” the background paper focuses solely on potential beneficial implications and ignores the costs associated with the technology, including those already incurred due to contamination incidents. The paper also ignores the benefits of more sustainable farming methods and the knock-on impacts on such systems if GM crops are adopted more widely.  Furthermore, the central assumptions on the uptake of GM crops worldwide are based on data and projections from the biotechnology industry-sponsored ISAAA. Analyses by several authors have found ISAAA data to be significantly inflated in countries such as South Africa, Asia and the US

· Timeline for the EP Resolution: discussion in the agriculture committee on November 21st 2006 deadline for amendments November 27th at 12h00. Vote in AGRI Committee on December 18th, vote in EP plenary January 31st. The EP environment committee has not submitted an opinion but its secretariat invited individual MEPs to submit amendments if they wished.  
· FoEE, Greenpeace, EEB, European Famers’ Coordination (CPE), COAG (Spanish Farmers Union, member of COPA COGECCA), Save our Seeds and IFOAM (Federation of Organic Movements) have written a briefing  that collects research results contradicting the biased pro-industry Virrankoski report http://www.foeeurope.org/GMOs/documents/Ag_and_biotech_report_briefing_17_11_FINAL.doc 
� Speech by Commissioner Verheugen at a EuropaBio event, September 2005. See Biotech Mailout November 2005 for more information:


 http://www.foeeurope.org/GMOs/publications/Biotech_November05.pdf


� “Biotech in the EU agriculture: perspectives and challenges, provisional version” by ADAS UK with Jeremy Sweet. IP/B/AGRI/IC/2006_057


� http://www.foei.org/publications/pdfs/gmcrops2006full.pdf
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